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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL LEE HODGES,

Def endant ,

OLA MAE HOSLEY; ROY HOSLEY,

Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:02-CR-18-1-LS

Bef ore GARWOOD, STEWART and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM

O a Mae Hosl ey and Roy Hosl ey seek to appeal the di sm ssal
of their third-party claimto a house that was ordered forfeited
as substitute property under 21 U S. C. 8§ 853(p) followi ng the
conviction of Oa Mae Hosley’'s son, Mchael Lee Hodges, for drug
trafficking and noney | aundering. Qwher third parties have filed
clains, and the record indicates that not all of the third-party
clains, including those of WAashi ngton Mutual Bank and Stephen

Stewart, have been resol ved.
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“I'f multiple third-party petitions are filed in the sane
case, an order dism ssing or granting one petition is not
appeal able until rulings are made on all the petitions, unless
the court determnes that there is no just reason for delay.”
FED. R CRM P. 32.2(c)(3). Rule 32.2(c)(3) “is derived from
FED. R QvV. P. 54(b).” Fep. R CRM P.32.2 (“Advisory Conmittee
Not es” for subsection c). Under FED. R Qv. P. 54(b), when an
action involves multiple parties or nultiple clains, any decision
that adjudicates the liability of fewer than all of the parties
is not appeal able unless certified by the district court. See

Thonpson v. Betts, 754 F.2d 1243, 1245 (5th Cr. 1985). Applying

the principles of Rule 54(b), we dismss the appeal for |ack of
an appeal abl e judgnent. See id. at 1247.
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